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HONORING SERGEANT DORIS 

HIGGINS 

HON. CHRISTOPHER COX 
OF CALIFORNIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 24, 2003

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, on July 6, 2003, the 
Laguna Beach Police Department will say 
farewell to retiring Sergeant Doris Higgins. 

Sergeant Higgins began her career with the 
Laguna Beach Police Department on June 29, 
1970, as a police dispatcher. Seven years 
later, she became a full-time officer assigned 
to the field services division of the department, 
where she worked until 5 years ago, when she 
was assigned to the traffic division. 

What makes Sergeant Doris Higgins stand 
apart from other officers is the fact that she 
began serving her community as a police offi-
cer when women were just beginning to make 
inroads in the profession. 

She has been a role model for women look-
ing to break into the profession. She has guid-
ed many employees as they have begun and 
ended their law enforcement career. She has 
been a noticeable strength of the local law en-
forcement community. Now, the Laguna 
Beach Police Department must say goodbye 
after 33 years. 

Today, I ask my colleagues to join with me 
in congratulating Sergeant Higgins on her re-
tirement and thanking her for years of dedica-
tion to the citizens of Laguna Beach.

f 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 

HON. DANNY K. DAVIS 
OF ILLINOIS 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 24, 2003

Mr. DAVIS of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I was un-
able to cast votes on June 11 because I was 
attending a very important meeting involving 
healthcare with the President of the United 
States in my district in Chicago, Illinois. If I 
was present for rollcall votes for the following 
bills: 

Rollcall 258 on agreeing to the resolution 
H.R. 2115, Flight 100—Century of Aviation 
Reauthorization Act; 

Rollcall 259 on motion to suspend the rules 
and agree to Expressing Support for the Goals 
and Ideals of Human Genome Month and 
DNA Day; 

Rollcall 260 on motion to Suspend the 
Rules and Pass, as Amend the Commercial 
Spectrum Enhancement Act; 

Rollcall 261 on motion to suspend the rules 
and pass the Welfare Reform Extension Act; 

I would have voted Yeas to all of these bills.
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TORTURE DEATHS IN UZBEKISTAN 
REVEAL LACK OF PROGRESS 

HON. CHRISTOPHER H. SMITH 
OF NEW JERSEY 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 24, 2003

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. Speaker, in 
March 2002, the United States and Uzbekistan 
signed a declaration proclaiming a ‘‘Strategic 
Partnership’’ between our countries. This 

former Soviet republic, with the largest popu-
lation of the five Central Asian countries, has 
played an important role in assisting the 
United States after 9/11, and I am grateful for 
that. 

At the same time, as Chairman of the Hel-
sinki Commission, I have deep concerns about 
the human rights situation in Uzbekistan, 
where no political opposition, no freedom of 
speech nor freedom of association are per-
mitted. As a result of this situation, Congress 
has conditioned the release of financial assist-
ance to Uzbekistan upon a determination by 
the Secretary of State that Tashkent is making 
‘‘substantial and continuing progress’’ in meet-
ing commitments specified in the March 2002 
bilateral declaration, including in the field of 
human rights. The Secretary has twice—on 
August 26, 2002 and May 14, 2003—made 
such a determination. 

Regrettably, there has been no ‘‘substantial 
and continuing progress’’ in the field of human 
rights in Uzbekistan. True, a human rights 
group has been registered, censorship has 
formally been lifted, and there have been am-
nesties, but these are largely token 
deliverables meant to give the appearance of 
progress. Uzbekistan has also admitted the 
U.N.’s Special Rapporteur on Torture. But all 
these gestures are more cosmetic than sub-
stantial. In fact, the U.N. Special Rapporteur 
concluded that torture is ‘‘systematic’’ in 
Uzbekistan. Instead of claiming credit for al-
lowing him into the country at all, President 
Karimov should renounce this barbaric prac-
tice and Tashkent should take urgent meas-
ures to prevent and punish acts of torture. 

Unfortunately, thus far President Karimov 
has refused to take even the simple step of 
acknowledging and renouncing torture. More 
to the point, just after the Secretary’s most re-
cent determination last month, Orif Ershanov 
and Otamaza Gafaro joined the unconscion-
ably long list of individuals who have died as 
a result of torture or other abuse inflicted by 
Uzbek officials. 

Once again, Uzbek officials maintain that 
these most recent deaths in custody were the 
result of ‘‘natural causes.’’ But the country’s 
deplorable record undermines the credibility of 
such assertions. Frankly, I am surprised by 
Tashkent’s claims; last year, there were two 
cases when Uzbek policemen who tortured 
prisoners, in some cases to death, received 
long prison terms. Their sentences constituted 
a sad form of progress in Uzbekistan, allowing 
observers to hope that law enforcement offi-
cials would have reason to fear serious con-
sequences for mistreating people in their care. 
The latest assertions about ‘‘natural causes’’ 
signal clear regression to old positions that 
damage Uzbekistan’s government and should 
be an embarrassment to the United States. 

Particularly with respect to torture, Tashkent 
should immediately take several steps to dem-
onstrate to the international community a seri-
ous commitment to make meaningful 
progress. 

First, the Government of Uzbekistan should 
provide immediate access, organized by the 
OSCE, for independent medical experts to ex-
amine the bodies of Ershanov and Gafaro. 
Unfortunately, we have received indications 
that Uzbekistan is balking at admitting inde-
pendent forensic specialists. Furthermore, 
Tashkent should establish a system of access 
for independent experts to investigate all 
cases of alleged torture and should act on the 

recommendations of the U.N. Special 
Rapporteur on Torture. 

It is equally important that Uzbekistan un-
conditionally release those who have been 
jailed because of their political opposition or 
religious affiliation. I have repeatedly urged 
Uzbek officials, including President Karimov 
during his visit to Washington in March of last 
year, to release the writer Mamadali 
Makhmudov, for example. One of the 
Bekjanov brothers has indeed been freed, but 
two of his siblings remain in prison, and we 
have received reports from family members of 
their declining health. As the most recent 
deaths in custody demonstrate, fears that 
such prisoners may die from their mistreat-
ment during incarceration are well founded. 

Mr. Speaker, improved relations are in the 
interest of both Uzbekistan and the United 
States. But closer, deeper ties will not be built 
on the graves of Uzbekistan’s citizens who 
have been tortured to death. I hope, Mr. 
Speaker, that I will soon be able to report 
back to my colleagues that President Karimov 
has taken meaningful steps to confront torture 
and bring a measure of justice to its victims.

f 

BIOTECH DECISIONS SHOULD BE 
SCIENCE-BASED 

HON. DOUG BEREUTER 
OF NEBRASKA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Tuesday, June 24, 2003

Mr. BEREUTER. Mr. Speaker, this Member 
commends to his colleagues the following edi-
torial from the June 23, 2001, Omaha World-
Herald. The editorial emphasizes the need to 
take a science-based approach regarding the 
issue of biotech crops and highlights a positive 
example in India. On the other hand, the Euro-
pean Union’s continued moratorium on ap-
proving new agriculture biotech lacks a sci-
entific basis. This discriminatory and protec-
tionist stance harms U.S. farmers, consumers 
worldwide, and developing countries. The U.S. 
is correctly challenging the EU’s position, 
which is transparently devoid of any relation-
ship to sound science.

A TALE OF TWO MIND-SETS 
Recent days have shown a big contrast in 

how some governments abroad approach the 
issue of genetically modified foods. 

One development, from India, reflects a 
commendable, science-based approach to 
biotech crops. The other, from the European 
Union, indicates the E.U.’s continuing insist-
ence on using bogus claims about biotech 
crops as an excuse to shut out U.S. food ex-
ports. 

In India, the government says it is nearing 
regulatory approval of a genetically modi-
fied potato that has one-third more protein 
than normal. The new potato is to be distrib-
uted to school children as part of their mid-
day meal. 

The head of India’s biotechnology depart-
ment voiced strong support for the new prod-
uct, calling it part of ‘‘a technology for the 
future.’’ Many of India’s more than 1 billion 
people are plagued by dietary deficiencies in 
protein and vitamin A, she said, and biotech 
foods such as the new potato can help ad-
dress the need. 

In another encouraging sign, a group of In-
dian scientists stepped forward in April to 
rebut the claim by anti-biotech activists 
that the new potato is the brainchild of prof-
it-seeking Western corporations: As reported 
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